
PublicationNo. 74-e79

WA-45- 1020

April 17, 1974

Memo to: Clar Pratt, Russ Taylor

From: Allen Moore

Subject: Efficiency Study at Cashmere ~ U

A routine efficiency study was conducted at the Cashmere STP
on March 14, 1974. Because there was no headworks, influent
composite samples were taken at both the main city lift station
and the Tree Top lift station. Using proportional flow rates
the two composites were mixed together for a total influent
composite. Also composites were taken at the flow between Cell
#1 and #2 and at the final effluent. Cell #3 is used only during
the summer when high evaporation results in no discharge. There
is no comminutor and the sand filter beds are not used. Tree
Top, the only industrial contribution accounted for a BOD load
approximately 9 times that of the city during the survey. At
times their influent looked and smelled like pure apple juice.
The chlorination rate was increased at 1200 and was reflected
in increased chlorine residual and decreased bacteria counts.
Altogether, the plant looked neat and well run.
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STP Survey Report Form

Efficiency Study

Cit~ Cashmere Plant Type Lagoon Pop. Served 2000 Desicjn__5000
Capacity

Pec&ving Water Wenatchee River Perennial xx Intermittent_____________

Date 3—14-74 Survey Period 1015-1545 Survey Personnel Moore , Jeane

Comp. Sampling Frequency Hourly Sampling Alequot MGDx lOQOmi

Weather Conditions (24 hr)Sunny-cool Are facilities provided for complete by-

pass of raw sewage? xx Yes _____No/Frequency of bypass Never

Reason for bypass_____ _______________ Is bypass chlor nated? ____ ____

Was DOE Notified?________ Discharge - Intermittent _________

Plant Operation

5 l~~t~ours Tree ~op

Total flow 67,000 Gal — 25,300 Gal How measured____________________________
Maximum flow .317 MCD - .115 MCD Time of Max. _______________________

Minimum flow .230 MGD - .060 MGD Time of Mm. _________________________

Pre CL. #/day Post Cl2
2

Totalizpr
City

~2O0 hoiirc

1315 hours

34.25

____Yes

Continuous

xx No

xx

Tree Top

1015 hours

1100 hours

#/dav

Field Results

Influent

Mean
Determinations Max. Mm.

TT CITY CITY TT

Temp
0C 28 13.

pH (Units) 8.3
Conauctivity
(]4mhos/cm2)
~ett1eab1e
So1~ds (mls/l) 28

Laboratory _____

Influent
CITY TT Combined

Laboratory ~j. 74—784 —785 —786

5—Day DODppm 160 3800 1300
COD ppm 296 5580 1880
T.S. ppm 784 4436 2029
T.N.V.S. ppm 424~q~ 455
T.S.S, ppm 292 581 429
N.V,S,S, ppm

992~~ 136
pH (Units) 8.0 7.9 7.8
Conductivity
(iimhos/cm

2) 1020 700 910
T~rbdity(JTU~) 8]TTT~ 100

Effluent

Median Max. Mm. Mean
TT

4 TT

24. 5

2lf~~j 24.

Results on Composites

Effluent Final ~
Primary Lagoon Eff.

—787 788

60 50
219 196
696 646
T~5T 386
215 150
ND ND

_ 8.3

980 920
30 21

Median

rn
Reduction

96% est
90%
68%

65%
100%



Laboratory Bacteriological Resuits

Sampling
Time Total

Coliform

Tom Davies

Colonies/l00 ml (MF)
Fecal Fecal
Coliform Strep

Phone No.

Cl2 Residual

3 mm.
74—789 1015 40 est <10

—790 1I~. 120.est
—791 1330 <20

<10 .4
<10 1.0

—792 1500 <20 <10 .751~ J~Q~ <20 .75

Additional Laboratory Results

~N03-N ppm - .17
N02-Npm - .03
NH3-N p pm - 1.3
T. Kjeldahl-N p m - 10.2
O-P04-P ppm -2.90
T—PO~—P mn — 7.00

‘urnish a flow diagram with sequence and relative size and points of

chlorination.

Type of Collection System

Combined Separate X Beth Estimate flow contributed by sur-
face or ground water (infiltration)

Unknown MOD

Plant Loading Information

Annual average daily flow rate (mgd)

Tiry .313 MGD

at

Peak flow rate (mgd)

Dry

Wet

.216 MGD

.442 MOD

CORRENTS: Increased rate in chlorination at 1200 is reflected by reduced

Lab No.

Operator’s Name

bacteria counts and increased chlorine residual.



OyGINALTO:

COPIES TO:

LAB FILES

Collected By =CCTF JeSc~v~ C

Goal, Pro./Obj. ___________________

7b?~9 769 7?~ 79/ 79a ?9 STOPET

Station: ~

pH ~9A Z± 7-8

Turbidity (JTU) A.L. ...Z~4 /61w

Conductivity (l.lmhos/cm)@2~’~: ‘-a’ ;‘oc~ ~

COD 2~==8<A9$Q

BOD (5 day) ll=~

Total Coliform (Col./lOOm2L) — —

Fecal Coliform (Col./lOOrnl)

N03-N (Filtered)

/‘~‘/ ~E ~
—.e—a~~~ ~

///~ /3~Y= /9oo L~

00403Zk
~
28g.
~2/’/

di
%.L
~
K/6~’

00070

00095

00340

(~2 .6o
/

/~Q ~

00310:/t

~{Q

<)0

<23 <20 31504

~JO </0 =iQ<.iL~ 31616

..L2Z. 00620— —

N02-N (Filtered) .03 0Q615

NH3-N (Unfiltered) .LL 00610—

T. Kjeldahl-N (Unfiltered) 00625

0-P04-P (Filtered) 00671

Total Phos.-P (Unfiltered) 00665

Total Solids ~~4’ ~

Total Non Vol. Solids ~2~= 59-s ~

Total SuspendedSolids ~ 56~ $2~

Total Sus. Non Vol. Solids ~j 1~ 12L

~

~

~J5

00500

~8=
]~§~
A}1~

00530

/~.4P

-

Note: All results are in PPMunless otnerwise specif~ed. ND is “None Detected”

Convert those marked with a * to PPB (PPM X 10 ) prior to entry into STORET

~ Sun~ary By 42 Date

I I

STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
WATER QUALITY LABORATORY

DATA SUNMARY

Source C~s,~v7~2zz,~- SZ7D
Date Collected 3-’ / 7

Loe Number: 7q



US. DEPANT RUNT OF THE INTERIOR
FEDERAL WATEr1 POLLUTION CONTROL AO’AINISrRATION

SEWAGETREATMENTPLANT OPERATIONAIID MAINTEflANCE
PRACTICESCUSTIONNA1RE

FORM APPROVED
NUDGET [3UNLAU NO. 42 -HISS?

CHECS. GNU

AUDIT 77 RE-AUDIT

fo ATE OF AUDIT PLANT DESCRIPTION CODE For OUiciaI U~c

Or~

A. GE?IEP.AL I~TFORMhTJOII

1. PROJECT CSIJIC, NUSberj SC DOE DE PROJECT (nc~’ pRInt, sdd,tions, crc.)

2. PLANT LOCA TION (CRy, cPnnIy) 0 ENTI ~ ICATIUN OF AREAS SER ED

CASf-M~, ~EV~LA~NJ ~
3. po~ut ~<r~o’

3A. FRACTION OF AREA POOL L ATION
sEFIVED(’;~) ~9 0/

30- PLANT DFSION Ipop~rl.~tion oi~’S~I!) SC SERVED NV ~L NT (dorr~ sli~.
~00~ ~

4. TYPE OF COLLEDTION SY&TEM

4A.

[7’CO’~tNCo Li SEPA PlATE

40 EST MA TUD ~LOO CONI RI RUTUD NY SURFACE OR GROUND\SAT ER (iotilD-arion. o.Td)

U~bTH

~YEAR COI¶JNIEY NECAN sE.1AO~
TREA I MEN T

~ y~p PRES
1N~ SYSTEM PLACED IN OPERATION

~0. PLANT SC. ANCILLARY WOOFSi

i9~I-_~72~
7t.. SICE SF PLANT SITE (oCres) 7N- APPROXIMATE AREA LEFT FOR EXPANSION (OC OS)-

~ I~, Ao~, ~1~o-,c, OM~ A~.6

~. NOTE ANY SIONIFICANT OR UN GUN PROC ESTINO CONDITIONS.

~ ~o1A CE..L*~Z. lb ~ A~. LA~c~4 A~$

~ ~LLVS.

9. RECEIVISIG STREAM

~A. NAME OF STREAM

~TQ~f-4 &

Li~I~TRASTATC

~~~~NIAL

B. CU~2ERT PE~ZF>~TIA~E AsID ~LAAT LO WIND S4FC.MAT~N

— — ---—- - — —v--IA. ANNUAL AVERADS DAILY PLO? RATE TN SEA ~ FL TA RATE ‘w~~JI C. MIDIMUM FLOW” NA YE I’F~IJ;
(51 ~

GAY ANATHER f.ST A T,,FO
2t4~ M~b .AAZ ~ IYI(~)

‘ )( 1 C,so-~

(ml, I)

~•

QN. STRESS’ FLOW IS LYj INTERST ATE

INTERMITTENT ~~NATURAL REGULATED F7 CCASTAL

— —.——-- — — ---—- - —TN SEA ~ FL TA RATE ‘w~~JI

~.AVEI-SAOE SOD OF NA, SEAAG ., JAY 2,02) 0~II)

~ T~ThP ~.

3. AVERAGE 3ETTLEA2~E S LID~ OF ~A S~ .~

2,~)44LL F~Tc~a4 ~ ~

5. AVERACJ DOLIFORM OUNSIT? G’ IA,. ~ ISA- ‘fl ~, ii1)

-~ ~‘AO1 ~

S. A’ti’IU.SL ~VE~AT 3 ~LNT- P J’TO’I -,

~A. SR) ~.I ~B. SETTLES CL- 55~ IDA U. I~C CUJ~ ‘IOI~O AOLIUJACI ~O. CU~. ~

Ave,, 9a% ~ I’JoT Uf N~F Ar~~AL’~t~
—

FE~’CA—12 (I3~.,, 4-55)

AVERAC- SUIFEN ‘D ~..IDs OP RAA 3D ACE (~I, 1)

14r ~

~A. IN THE SPACE PROVIDED EELO.i RURNIGII A SIMPLIFIED FLOW OIAORA~.I OR A RITTAN DDSCRIPTION ~P TPC PLANT UNITS IN
FLOW SEDUENUE. INC L~D F TRE METHOD OF ULTIMATA SLUDDE DIIS~OSAL. SHO. A0FRC,IUATE SURFACE AREA OF
STARILICATION PONDC ANU NUMBER OF CELLS INOICAi C .,RLTIIEN PLOP TO AND FROM PLANT IS DY PUMINE OR GRAVITY.

~AW2it4Aro~

tIFT S(A~~-I ol.t ~ I
T~oIA ‘T&~



7A. DOES PLANT HAVE STANDEIY I’OWER GENERATOR
FOR MAJOR PUMI’INO FACILITIES? r] YES

179. ADEQUATE ALARM SYSTEM FOR
POWER DR FOUIPIUNT FAILURES? Er~I:S [7NO

8. ARE CHLORINA
TION FACILITIES PROVIDED? L=YES Li NO IF YES, IS CHLORINATION CONTINUOUS? [,IYES T7 NO

IF YES, ANSWER BA THRU G IF NO, EXPLAIN REASON FOR INTERMITTEN1~HLORINA(TON

BA PURPOSE OF CHLORINATION

~4~-AlTl z.e

BD. TYPE OF CHLORINATOR

‘A~VA~.-\C~ ~ TAM~.

ec. POINT OF APPLICATION OF CHLORINE 80. CAN BYPASSED SEWAGE BE CHLORINATED?
Qot~w~cr T~t4 ~ 7] YES ~NO ~

9E. AVERACE FEED RATE OF CHLORINE (lb/day) SF. CHLORINE RESIDUAL IN EFFLUENT

4AT END OF MINUTESLb/dAl

80. MINIMUM SUPPLY OF CHLORINE STORED ON PREMISES (lb)

(I) ~ l~ ~9I ~4 ~~ATO~= (I~I5Ol~ ~ O~4 ~At4~/ C2.~ I~ ~ A~ CtT~l ~

9. ARE FACILITIES PROVIDED FOR COMPLETE BYPASS CF RAW SEWAG C’

~YES [7 NO IF YES. ANS,’;ER A THRU 0 ETLOS ANSWER H IN EITHER CASE

9A. FREQUENCY (times monthly) SB AVERAGE DURAT ION (boors) SC. REASON FOR BYPASSING

K/~-v~ ~J5~ ,,j~ ~

90. ESTIMATED FLOW RATE DURING CYPASS IS

E~=ITHIN HYDRAULIC CAPACITY OF PLANT

[7 BEYOND HYDRAULIC CAPACITY OF PLANT BY

SE. DOES SEWAGE OVERFLOW IN DRY WEATHER’

~ YES

9F. TYPE OF DIVERSION STRUCTURE

P//~ ~VPA5S ~OAIFAQT 744/4

NO. AGENCIES NOTIFIED OF BYPASS ACTION

E~Q.. &~e y’~5.

9H. DO OPERATORS HAVE OPTION TO BYPASS INDIVIDUAL PLANT UNITS? (ft no;.has this coosed any operational problems?)

L] YES No

bA. ARE BACK FLOW DEVICES PROVICCO AT ALL CONNECThONS TO CITY WATER SUPPLY? (It no. explain)

~~ES [7NO iY~ N~Y~T/~A/~

lOB. CHECK TYPE OF BACK FLOW PREVENTION DEVICE /).Io ~-//t/E~7~-/~/-jS..

73 DOUBLE CHECK VALVE 71 PRESSURE OPERATED [7PHYSICAL DISCONNECT ~6THER(speciEy.1

11. USES OF TREATMENT PLANT EFFLUENT

A/cNC

12. USES OF RECEIVING STREAM WITHIN IG MILES OF OUTFALL

~ o~-9 , A~ ~ e~i&..I2 ATI cAl. (C~L~ ~ 2

13. HAVE THERE BEEN ANY ODOR COMPLAINTS NEYCRO THE PLANT PROPERTY’ (It yes, expZa~n)

73YES L~

14. OBSERVED A PPEARANCE AND CONDITION OF EFFLUENT. RECEIVING STRE AM. OR DRAINAGE WAY

A/c ~>~ ~ / A/ Z~PP~Ah~/~I./CE

FWPCA—i2 (~<ev. 4—63) (Page2)



A WEEDS CUT AND 0. BANKS AND DIKES MAINTAINED (rroSio(I etc.)?

YES ~ [7 NO

C. FENCING AND WA lINING — POLLUl ED WATER SIGNS PRESENT o. FREOUENC Y OF INSPECTION BY OPERATOR
AND IN GOOD NEPAl H?

~rY~ES [7 NO

/AI /Vo./____ ____ _____ MEDIUM A./o, ~

I S STAUILIZATIOII PUN CS

VEGETATIVE GROWTH IN PONDS ELIMINATED’

7]NO

E. WATER DEPTH (fort) CELL. ‘,V~ 2 ~,4A)

HIGH 3 LOW 6-M V L~’/ 44~ ~W

V.ADEQUATE CONTROL OF DEPTH’ [o. SEEPAGE REPORTED’

~YES Z] NO I [7YES ~

K. ANY REPORTS OF GROUND WA TER CONTAMINATION FROM POND ~,t ycs. give detwis)?

73 YES

I.MDSOUITO BREEDING IF YES. NAME OF SPEC ES IF .1. CAN SURFACE RUN-OFF ENTER POND’ ~
FROULEM ?‘ KNOWN ~

0j5q~ ~7~/ZA4 F’r~IW NO /~T //4 ~VS7•&4
[7YES L~o ~7~S’ES rn

C. SUPERViSORY SERVICES

I. IS A CONSULTING ENGINEER RETAINED OR AVAILABLE FOR CONSULTATION ON OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE PROBLEMS?

L~=~ES [7 NO IF YES IS IT ON: [7 CONTINUING BASIS OR ~ REQUEST BASIS

IF CONTINUING BASIS, WHAT IS THE FREQUENCY OF VISITS:

2. 00 OPERATORS ANDOTHER PERSONNEL ROUTINELY ATTEND SHORT COURSES , SCHOOLS OR OTHER TRAINING ACTIVITIES?

~‘=ES [7 NO

IF YES, CITE COURSE SPONSOR AND DATE OF LAST COURSE ATTENDED X/~/I./4T~#’4~ I/~d.LA~ / ~
~?~%/5~- 7~’A/ ~F ~AS/$A’~’~IJ / 572 — L~r c2x.~os~ Zb ,V/AI2CI-7’ /974
IF NO, DO YOU KNOW OF ANY COURSES AVAILADLE TO SERVE THIS AREA?

3A. ARE ALL EQUIPMENT AND PARTS OF THE PRESENT PLANT STILL IN OPERATION’

B. ARE PROCESSING UNITS OPERATING AT DESIGN EFFICIENCY?

L~—=ES

~~YES

73

73

NO (ft no.

NO (It no.

explaIn)

explain)

4. HAVE THERE BEEN ANY DIFFICULTIES WITH THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT?

A. STRUCTURAL [7 YES jj~i~o (If yes explain)

B. MECrIANICAL [7 YES ~ (ft yes, explain)

C. OPERATIONAL ~~ES [7 NO (It yes, explain)

~L-rE?Z ~ ~i2~ c~z V~’~/ ~.j4~/r1i76~ L~/~E /?~‘AL,=6I c,A~ AL/t-16,

D. BASED ON OPERATING EXPERIENCE TO DATE WHAT IF ANYCHANGES WOULD YOU RECOMMEND TO IMPROVE OPERATION
OF THE PLANT’

/ L-&~Z~ ?~ T/9A T J~,i ~) ~3xI Lz’ A~ftZ)VAL S A/C T OP i~) ~T4~C/AL~~/2.PS
ii F/LT/.2.~q77oA/ ~V~7EM AIAV &E b’1 f~3f

2h5&Z.

FWPCA—)2 (Rcs.. 4—63) (Poge 3)



• S ANIjOPERATIND RECORDS MAINTAINED’ [~YES [7 NO
(it maintained. CIIvCk f%IIeral itcflIS iOClIId~’d)

SLUDGE CHEMICALS
FREOJENCY WEATHER FLOW HANDLED USED IGESTER

DAILY

WEEKLY

REPORTED’ ~ [7 NO
~ ~ I AS.’WA~c( WA(

TO WHOM’ ~ ~

GRIT ELEC COST AIR MAIN—
HANDLED USED DATA USED TEHANCE OTHER

MONTHLY

ANNUALLY

6. ARE LABORATORY RECORDS MAINTAINED’ (check approprIate box)

73 NOT AT ALL L~DAILY [7 WEEKLY I] MONTHLY [7 ANNUALLY

IF MAINTAINED CHECK FORM OF RECORL’ BELOW:

73 LOG BOOK ~rTADULARSHEET [7 SEPARATE BY OPERATION [7 CONTROL CHARTS [7 GRAPHS

WHATPLANT~AND/OR LAEORATORYEOUIPMENT. GAGES AHOMETERS ARE CALIBRATED PERIODICALLY?

7. IS LABORATORY TESThNG ADEQUATE FOR THE CONTROL REQUIRED FOR THIS SIZE AND TYPE OF PLANT?

~YES [7NO (If no. explain) Pf’/& All ~ ~ . ~7
‘~ II7~7 ~ ~4<IL5,61/A/’c~ 61

L2.4~’,z.Y ~ V-~ ~ ~~L~4JT?C’t’i i’../7/2~ C....

/~~/7~ A//4’~~J4~. Il

8. INDUSTRIAL WASTES DISCHARGED TO MUNICIPAL SYSTEM:
A. NUMBER AND TYPES OF INDUSTRIES DISCHARGING TO SYSTEUS

~ rp /,C/~. Juic’r /~.4A./T

8. POPULATION EOUIVAL~ NT (ROD) OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES (pe)
.z5~

C. POPULATION EGUIVALENT SSI OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES (pa)
25~

0. VOLUME OF INDUSTRIAL WASI ES (a~Qd)

~494.~ A4~ ~

E. COMPOSITION AND CIIARACTER STICS OF INDUSTRIAL WASTES

~Sd’T v/~7~

F. MAIN DIFFICULTY EXPERIENCED WITH INDUSTRIAL WASTE (expfa,n)

~O)~4E~ ~/A~7~14t,3s~$ g4,Qm/ ~~r- 7~ LA~O~A,L~ MtH / TS

d1,%#~/~~ C~A-~i 4J~ ~ Th
1~2P. c~Ve~ ~ / ,~a

G. HAVE INDUSTRIAL EFFLUENT PROBLEMS BEEN SOLVED’ ~s [7No (If yes, how’)

SA. METHOD OR METHODS USED TO ASSESS INDUSTRIAL WASTE TREATMENT COST (check app;ojriate box)

73 NO CHARGE BY CITY [7PROPERTY TAX [7WATER USE ASSESSMENT L~=~RGE BASED ON FLOW

73 CHARGED BASED ON BOD 73CHARGE BASED ON SS [7OTHER METHODS (describe)

COMMENT ON HOW CHARGE IS COLLECTED (fixed charge, sliding scale, etc.)

98. IS INDUSTRIAL WASTE ORDINANCE IN EFFECT AND ENFORCED? r~YES [7No

10. WHO PROVIDED INITAL INSTRUCTION IN THE OPERATION 00 THE PLANT’

A4’~7F/ ~ (.-?/A 7 ~ ~ A~LL~r / ~) ~

It. IS A r~—vES 7TNO jIF YES. WHO WROTE AND PROVIDED IT’MANUAL OF PRACTICE OR INSTRUCTIONS AVAILABLE?

12. ESTIMATE OF MAN—HOURS PER WEEK DEVOTED TO LABORATORY WORK AND MAINTENANCE OF RECORD S AND REPORTS

-~ 41~@/ ~ 5

D. PLANT PE~SONNE L rA~noiI c~;I,’a Staff for Mo.’ R.’’~nI Yvar Rcpar~cd in Section ‘F)

JOB CATEGORY NUMBER
TOTAL MAN—HOURS

PER
WEEK

TOTAL NUMBER
CERTIFIED OR

L1CENSED

RANGE N YEARS
EMPLOYED AT

PRESENT PLANT

RANGE TI YE
OF E ~EWIE’.CE

N TFDA ~N~T

I. SUPERINTENDENT

2. OPERATORS

3. LABORATORY TECiNICI.\MS

4. LABORERS

5. PART-TIME LADORENS

6. TOTAL

FWPCA42 REV 4-6’L(Po5e 4)

/
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I / ii ‘I ____



E. LABORATORY CONTROL

Enter test COdER opposite appropriate items. If any of the below testS are Used tU monitor indUstrial Wastes plaCe an “X” in

addition to the test Code.

coo ES
— 7 or more per week 3 -~ 1, 2, or 3 pet’ week 5 — 2 or 3 per month 7 — Quarterly 9 — Annually

2 — 4, 5 Or 6 per week 4 — as required 6 — 1 per month 8 — Semi—Annually

SLUDGE
PRIMARY MIXED RECEIVING

SUPER— DIGESTOR STREAMITEM RAW EFFLUENT LIQUOR FINAL RAW NATANT

3 5
2. SUSPENDED SOLIDS

3.SETTLEABLE SOLIDS 2. Z

4. SUSPENDED ‘.‘OLATILE

$.OISSOLVEDOXYGEN 2.

6. TOTAL SOLIDS

7. VOLATILE SOLIDS

2. 2.
9. TEMPERATURE 2- 2.

10. COLI FORM DENSITY

Ii. RESIDUAL CHLORINE 2— 2..

12 VOLATILE ACIDS

13. M. B. STABILITY

~. AL~(ALINITY

15.

16.

67.

18.

19.

F. OPEI~ATIO>1 AND MAINTENANCE COST FOE PLANT

YEAR OF OPERATION 1SALARIES~WAGES .~E.CTRtCiTY cHEMICALS MAINTENANCE OTHER ITEMS TOTAL

MOST CURRENT YEAR 1~- ~ ~ ~2ST~ ‘~5~ /9 z40

PRIOR YEAR 1975.

PRIOR YEAR
197z ~- ~

PRIOR YEAR 197j £‘ 5~ — ——

EVALUATION PERFOF~.IEO BY TITLE ORGANIZATION

IN FOR’.IATIO’I FURNIS-~ED CY TITLE ORGANIZATION DATE

~ ~.• ~ev~MC¶~ ~J~T ~ Thv.4JN OE ~__

FWPCA— 12 (Rev. .163) (Pa

5e 5)



G. NOTATIONS DY EVALUATOR

ADDITIONAL REMARKS (If rcm~rks wict to 0 partiCulflr itCflI, iderllify by number)

2. GENERAL COMMENTS ON HOUSEKEEPING AND MAINTENANCE

3. REQUIRElIENTS OF HIGEER AUTHORIl Y

3A. DOES THE PLANT PROVIDE THE DEGREE OF TREATMENT PRESENTLY REQUIRED BY THE S~TE? (It no, explain)

LII YES DRO

3B. ARE THERE ANY PENDING ACTIONS (enforcement conferences, chance ill Water quality standards, etc.) THAT WOULD REQUIRE
UPGRADING OF THEATMENT BY THIS PLANT?

DYES LINO (If yes, explain)

~L. HUMMER OF STATE INSPECTIONS OF PRESENT PLANT TO DATE.

4. Is ANY FOLLOW—THRU ACTION REQUIRED TO III CORRECT DCFICI~NClES IN THE PLANT OR ITS OPERATION OR
(2) RESOLVE INDUST HIAL WASTE PROaLE,.IS? (II yes, descriEe required corrective actioril DYES LI NO

IrWPCA— 12 (Pbs’ 4—6(I) (Pa
1c 6)


